a 

_ BULLETIN 

OF THE oe 

BEAUX-ARTS” 

eo 
DESIGN - 
JUNE 


~BEAUX-ARTS INSTITUTE OF DESIGN. 


Incorporated 1y16, under the Regents of the University of the State of New York 


304, EAST 44th STREET, NEW YORK, N. Y. 


BOARD OF TRUSTEES 


Chairman, Bensamin Wistar Morris, Wm. ADAMS DELANO, Henry R. SepGwick, Epwarp §S. Hewitt, 
Raymonp M. Hoop, Warrney WARREN, Pamir L. Goopwin, Cuintron MAcKENzIE, Ety JACcQuES Kann — 


DIRECTOR OF THE INSTITUTE 
Watney WARREN . 


SECRETARY AND TREASURER 
Henry R. Sepewick 


DIRECTORS OF THE DEPARTMENTS 
Architecture, ELy Jacques Kaun; Sculpture, E>wanp McCarntan 
Mural Painting, J. Monror HEWLET?r 


_ Director, Classes in Architectural Ornament Executive Secretary, Department of ia Ghed 


Cuares G. PETERS Frep. B. CLARKE 


COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION, SOCIETY OF BEAUX-ARTS ARCHITECTS 
AND COMMITTEE ON ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN, BEAUX-ARTS INSTITUTE OF DESIGN 


Ey Jacques Kann, Chairman 


Vice Chairmen 


Joun V. Van PELT 
LEeonarp B. WAMNES 


H. OotHout MmuiKen 
R. Doutton Storr 


W. Pore BARNEY 
Pritie L. Goopwin 


Wm. E. SHEPHERD 

Henry RicHARDSON SHEPLEY 
Hobart B. Ursoun 

Ratpu T. WALKER 

C. C. ZANTZINGER 


Rospert P. BELLowsS 
TuHrEoporRE E. BLAKE 
ArcuiBpaLp M. Brown 
Harvey WILEY Corbett 
JosepH H. FREEDLANDER 


ArtHur Loomis Harmon 
Epwarp 8. Hewitt 
Raymonp M. Hoop 
Cuinton MACKENZIE 


ELDREDGE SNYDER 
Rosert PERRY RODGERS 
Wn. Hamitton RusseLL 
PETER SCHLADERMUNDT 
Sera TaLcorr 


SAMUEL R. Moore 
ALEXANDER P. Morgan 
GerorGE N. Pauty 
Joun C. B. Moore 


Joun W. Ames, Jr. 

Wo. B. G. Kirk 

L. Bancet LA Farce 
Cart LANDEFELD 
Livineston LONGFELLOW 


COMMITTEE ON THE PARIS PRIZE, SOCIETY OF BEAUX-ARTS ARCHITECTS 
JosepH H. FREEDLANDER, alee 


ArtTHuR WARE 
Ey Jacques KAHnN 


Henry RicHarnpson SHEPLEY _ 


CuesTer H. AupRricH 


The BULLETIN of t#e BEAUX-ARTS INSTITUTE of DESIGN 


Volume Eight June, 1932 Number Hight 


Contents 

ONEICA aN Os P EH CAST TON: ObywAWIAIRD Sins ur eure etter tye Ns aio Sty ae ao) aeenn nal tone kop ute 4-7 
DIP ARGEN UPN ye OG ARCH IC DC DURE nau ures teeth ee ou eeNenien 8. a Judgment of April 20, 1932 
DEPARIMEN COR ARCHTDE CRURES tu hii cuidiai awit serene ool cyt: Judgment of May 3, 1932 
DIE VARCVUBIN Rs OF SGU PINOR'E eee aa) aein ier spe meme re eh ce. Judgment of May 9, 1932 

ORE TINONSIENS 237 i ago ue rans ca eee renee Ter oon ie aS Renee) ees rr cr ea eet MES ete et niet are 1-4 
cLass “B’’ Iv PROJET, By W. Pope Barney 
CLASS “A” IV ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE, By Louis E. Jallade 
FOURTH ANALYTIQUE, By A. L. Kocher and John V. Van Pelt 
CLASS “B” IV ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE, By Henry Ives Cobb 

ILLUSTRATIONS: 
GEASSWRB aA LV ©PRO|E M64 20lce Valo ne sie we. Ss oul os Sean A \ alo emnaReeeene s 8-10 
POURT CANAL AIO U baie Onli ap eco M cec cus SPM i) kp Wa pene ov a Bea eee 11-16 


CLASS “‘A’’ IV ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE— 4 Supreme Court Room’.......0.. 20000 eee ee Wy 
CUASSWacBe LV BESO UISGE=DSOUISSE——= eA) eaten MOtere oo =. ie. ck. Mice seen Bs Vee 18-19 
DEPARTMENT OF SCULPTURE: 
AR CHIME CDURAT, ORINAMIEING 1 LOWts NCVlmS tyler east... <c. lle di ©. haces cr Sones. ost ee 19,20 
ARCHITECTURAL ORNAMENT— Jighan Renaissance Style” 0.0. Sc. ed ne 16,20 


The BULLETIN OF THE BEAUX-ARTS INSTITUTE OF DESIGN 1s others, $3.00 in the United States, Colonies and Mexico; single 


published monthly by the BEAUX-ARTS INSTITUTE OF DESIGN, 
304 East 44th Street, New York, N. Y. Editorial Offices and 
Business Management are at the same address. Subscription 
Price by the school year, to students registering in the B, A. 1. D. 
courses, $2.50; to Public and School Libraries, $2.00; to all 


copies, 35 cents. Canadian and Foreign postage 50 cents additional. 
Subscribers should give notice of change of address three 
weeks in advance. Address all correspondence relative to the 
BULLETIN to the BEAUX-ARTS INSTITUTE OF DESIGN. 
Printed by the BLANCHARD pREss, 1Nc., New York. 


Entered as second-class matter December 23, 1924, at the Post Ofice at New York, N. Y., under the Act of March 3, 1879 


The following discussions of the judgrnents are presented as an unofficial opinion by a member of the 
Jury especially delegated for this purpose. Although the Committee on Education hepes that these informal 
discussions will prove of value to the students, they cannot be interpreted as the coilective opinion of the Jury. 


SUPREME CLASS “A” IV ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE 
““~ COURT ROOM” 


The Jury thought that the program called for a large, quiet dignified room where one might sit in 
repose, and where surely nothing would take the attention of the people sitting therein from the case on 
trial; the windows on the side affording only a view of the tree tops and the sky, and in the decorative 
scheme the focal point should be the judge’s rostrum. 

Many of the students presented drawings that called for decorative schemes such as heavy lines in 
the ceiling that terminated directly over the head of the judge, losing sight of the fact that the witness is 
also a part of major focal interest. Others presented the room as a meeting room with a pulpit at one end. 
Very few of the problems showed the character and repose that one might expect to find in a room for 
the Supreme Court. 

The problem was simple and short and the Jury was generally dissatisfied with the results, objecting 
to the great number of neglected sketches and severely criticizing the poorly presented problems and the 
low standard of the work. They felt that there may have been a reason for a charette, but there was no 


reason for bad taste. Louis E. Jattape, New York, N. Y. 


CLASS “B” IV PROJET 
**a POLICE STATION” 


The Committee on Education has had in mind the desirability of giving, from time to time, a problem 
from which it was obviously difficult to arrive at a balanced solution. 

Since the last problem was so monumental in character, it was thought that a purely functional plan, 
answering the above desire, would offer a stimulating change. The results were gratifying in quantity if 
not in quality, 380 being submitted, 185 receiving an X. The greater part of these X’s were given for plans 
that were so badly conceived and developed that no stretch of leniency could be made to cover their faults. 

It was hoped. that the announcing of the subject in advance would have cleared the students’ minds 


for solving the functioning of the building. 
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It seemed rather to confuse them, nearly all students overlooking completely that a police station of 
six cells and twenty-five patrolmen in a suburban community is a small department and calls for a simple 
administered plant. The fact that a lot 200’ x 200’ was available for it was not sufficient reason to design 
an enormous building. The rather unique requirement of a separate entrance for the public to the magistrate’s 
court seemed to have been put down either to carelessness on the part of the writer of the program, and 
as such to be treated with scant attention, or else it was taken to imply that the public were never to get 
into the police roll room or offices except via a patrol wagon. The first misapprehension led to a number 
of plans where no separation existed of the idle and curious public who form such a large part of the 
audience at a magistrate’s court from the administration of the police department proper; see figure 1; or 
else the separation when attained, also separated the administrative offices from the departments they were 
to administer; see figure 2. The second misapprehension that the public was never to have access to the 
police department proper led to a plan which would involve considerable confusion in the minds of the 
public who have innocent and legitimate business to transact with the various officers of the department 
and upon occasion to have access as visitors to the cells, and who would hardly think of going to the rear 
court to enter the building. See figure 3. 


All designs receiving First Mention were considered very good solutions, some being nearly perfect 
in detail as well as general layout, others having theoretical faults which the Jury would like to point out 
while at the same time commending the excellencies which were considered to far outweigh them. 

The problem of E. Saarinen, of Yale, was thought to be a most excellent solution of the unsymmetrical 
type. Its detail working in plan bears the closest study and the author is to be congratulated upon it. The 
elevation, while diagrammatically good leaves something to be desired in its indication of detail study and 
would be considered by most suburbanites to be in questionable taste in their community, if taste is defined 
as gentlemanly consideration for one’s neighbors. Here stark simplicity is perhaps carried a bit far, but 
such a fault in student work will be found to always have its defendants on the Jury and elsewhere. 

The extraordinarily simple solution of E. E. Stehle, of Columbia University, was one of the few success- 
fully balanced plans since the recreation room might well have a ceiling height commensurate with that 
of the magistrate’s court. The offices of administration are, however, separated by a public circulation 
from that which they administer, but the whole plan is so direct that this theoretical criticism was not 
stressed. There are details in the lighting of the rooms of confinement (at least according to plan) which 
are not ideal. The elevation seems a little forced, particularly in the height accorded to the garage and 
cell units. If Miss Stehle approached her elevation as directly as she approached her plan, this criticism 
would have been avoided. 

The design of G. B. Forbes, of Yale, is weak in cell arrangement and the entrance from the court to 
the rear of the roll room does not seem to be sufficiently justified by placing it on the axis of the front 
door. In its larger aspects, however, the plan functions admirably although it was suggested at the judgment 
that the locker room might well give up its corner location to the relatively more important recreation 
room. The elevation seems to have been somewhat neglected. 

The problem of J.W. Wright, of the University of Southern California, is a good solution of the balanced 
type with the one exception that the offices of administration do not form in elevation a reasonable balance 
for the magistrate’s court. 

The unique plan of L. J. Crook, of Carnegie Institute of Technology, with the entrance court on the 
side, seems to function beautifully until one looks for lockers for the patrolmen. To have a property 200’ 
x 200’ and yet not be able to function without resort to a basement seems unfortunate as does the separation 
of the administrative offices from convenient contact with the roll room. The details of the cell room are 
excellent and routine functioning of a police department has evidently been given considerable study. 

R. A. White, of Columbia University, has a simple and excellent plan. The lighting of half of the cells 
is poor and the separation of the garage from the rest of the building would be inconvenient in bad weather. 
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Again it will be noticed that the effort to have one central entrance leaves the offices of administration 
separated by a public circulation from the rest of the department. In this case as in that of Miss Stehle, 
the fault is perhaps more theoretical than real. 

Taken as a whole the problem seems to have presented pitfalls for the unwary which the Committee 
on Education hopes may serve to awaken rather than discourage the student. There are always a number 
of drawings which are carelessly studied and presented, and a smaller number which show an immature 
student or inadequate criticism, and as such receive X’s. But in this judgment the majority of disappointing 
awards would have been avoided by a more simple following of the program on the part of the student 
and less effort to balance things that will not balance without doing violence to their function. 


W. Pore Barney, Philadelphia, Pa. 
FOURTH ANALYTIQUE 


“A FRONTISPIECE” 


The Fourth Analytique was intended primarily as an exercise in arrangement of composition. This 
application of composition to architecture was given so that the student would realize the necessity of 
anticipating the later steps in his training which must include planning for definite needs and purposes. 
_ The Jury which judged the Fourth Analytique was impressed with the care exercised by the student 
in composing details so as to create what may be termed “‘illustration value.” These arrangements either 
enframed the sheet or they were built up from a grouping of details at the base. While the Piranesi method 
of indication was well represented among the winning designs, it remains true that ink washes are best 
suited to the modeling of sculptural details in correct values. The ink wash method also permits more 
thorough and exact execution of presentation. 

The student, by comparing the two rendering methods illustrated, will perceive a greater depth and 
a third dimensional quality with ink washes. These desirable qualities are lacking in most of the Piranesi 


renderings. A. Lawrence Kocuer, New York, N. Y. 


It seems invidious to criticize a good thing. Unquestionably the designs that received First Mention 
Placed in the order problem “A Frontispiece” were all of a very high order of merit. Those members of 
the Jury who had been present at earlier Analytique judgments this year were unanimous in the opinion 
that the average of merit far surpassed what had gone before. Therefore, it should be an added source of 
gratification to the authors of the designs “Placed” to realize that their work stood out when there were 
many competitors of high standing and the standard of their work high. 

The design by A. Roessling, New York Architectural Club, possibly deserves to be mentioned first 
because those portions that are entirely finished are done with such unusual feeling for the period and for 
the dificult medium in which the drawing 1s executed. Evidently the author of the design had attempted 
a very difficult solution which he was unable to complete in time. The fact that the lower left-hand details 
were not completed, probably accentuates the impression that the horizontal line of the top of the plinth 
is a little high, cutting the composition too nearly in half. But the treatment of the detail of the upper 
portion is exquisite. 

he composition, drawing and presentation of two of the drawings from the University of Illinois, 
those of W. C. Fowler and H. B. McKinley, were almost beyond criticism. Perhaps Mr. McKinley’s is a 
little empty in the upper portion but the delicate quality of the presentation, the restraint and the skillful 
contrasting of lines and values won the Jury from the start. From the same school, M. O. Urbahn’s drawing 
also pleased the Jury although there was scattered criticism of the repetition of verticals in its lower half 
and a rather annoying super-abundance of smoke in the upper. 

The frontispiece of C. N. Jennings, Oklahoma Agricultural & Mechanical College, received very 
favorable comment and the Jury were much intrigued by the inclusion of the plans in the center of the 
tablet. 

Everyone praised H. C. Fogelberg’s drawing, of Atelier Hirons-Prentice. The sturdy quality of the best 
Roman period that he evoked, captured the Jury, although there was a secondary comment that the very 
simple pedestal was rather light in value and that the Corinthian capital on the left seemed somewhat 
reduced in scale. 

The other five First Mention Placed designs by J. T. Howard, Yale University, S$. M. Stoshitch, 
University of Illinois, L. Cheek, Jr., Yale University, W. W. Otis, Pratt Institute, and K. D. Perlman, New 
York University, speak for themselves. 

Of these I think I like Mr. Cheek’s composition the best, although a little more care might have been 
taken with the statue’s right arm and again the scale of the Corinthian capital seems a trifle small. 

I am uttering criticisms because I presume they are wanted in such a report. On the other hand I 
should feel proud if I had done some of these Frontispieces myself. 


Joun V. Van Pett, New York, N. Y. 
CLASS “B” IV ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE 


““~’ WATER TOWER” 


The Jury was disappointed at the great number of poorly conceived and carelessly presented solutions 
of this problem. 
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They also felt that although it was possible to imagine a group of university buildings so designed 
that a tower in the so-called ‘‘modern” manner might make it a part of the decorative scheme, most of 
the towers presented with this idea in mind were too ugly and commercial in character to carry out the 


spirit of the program. 


The Jury was inclined to place a good deal of weight first on the desire that the solution should express 
the character of a water tower not a belfry, and second, on the requirement of the program that “the design 
of the tower should make it a decorative architectural addition to the campus.” 

S. R. Rio, J. Sandstedt and M. C. Robb had esquisses which expressed both of these characteristics. 
The sketches by D. C. Mackie and E. G. Hayducek were given Mention for their successful treatment 


of a free style and the frank expression of the tank. 


J. Kabatsky’s esquisse-esquisse was considered worthy of Mention for its presentation, although his 


tower was rather characteristic of a belfry. 


Henry Ives Coss, New York, N. Y. 


OFFICIAL NOTIFICATION OF AWARDS 


Judgment of April 26, 1932 


DEPARTMENT OF ARCHITECTURE 
CLASS “B” IV PROJET 
“4 POLICE STATION” 


A suburban community has set aside a plot of ground 
200 feet square for a Police Station, to house the vari- 
ous activities of the Department. The property is 
bounded by two minor streets and a main street, with 
a property line opposite the latter. 

Requirements: 

A. Entrance court for prisoners and patrolmen giv- 
ing easy access by suitable vestibules to cell block, roll 
room, and garage. 

B. Cell block containing six cells, 5 by 8 feet; two 
detention rooms; and a night dormitory about 500 
square feet for the homeless, who are treated as if pris- 
oners for the time being. 

C. Garage for four cars, two motorcycles, and a 
small repair shop. 

D. Roll room for review of 30 patrolmen when 
going on duty, and to give a hearing to prisoners in 
advance of the magistrate’s court. 

E. Recreation and locker rooms for patrolmen off 
duty. 

F. Offices for the Superintendent of Police, Lieu- 
tenant, Chief of Detectives and Magistrate. 

G. Magistrate’s court which has one end devoted 
to the prisoner and officers of the law, and the remain- 
der open to the public with a seating capacity for 125 
and a separate vestibule and entrance with washroom 
facilities for the convenience of the public and obviating 
all unnecessary contact with the administration of the 
Police Department proper. 

Jury or Awarp: Lewis G. Adams, W. Pope Bar- 
ney, Theodore E. Blake, Robbins L. Conn, James 
Gambaro, Arthur C. Jackson, Louis E. Jallade, Ellery 
Husted, William W. Knowles, E. J. Mathews, Robert 
W. Maust, Earle B. McKinney, John C. B. Moore, 
George N. Pauly, Edward I. Shire, R. Doulton Stott, 
William Van Alen, Leonard B. Wamnes, Lessing W. 
Williams. 

Numser OF Drawincs SusmirreD: 381. 


AWARDS 
ATELIER ADAMS-NELSON: 
HALF MENTION: H. L. Rodde, C. J. Smith. 
NO AWARD: 9. 
ARMOUR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 
MENTION: C. B. Sommer. 


HALF MENTION: M. Altschuler, W. W. Davies, F. 
A. Dubsky, W. A. Janssen, R. L. Scafuri, S. H. 
Shapiro, G. W. Tferp, R. Nelson. 

NO AWARD: 12. 

HORS concours: E. Terry. 

BEACON HILL SCHOOL OF DESIGN: 

NO AWARD: 3. 

CARNEGIE INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 

FIRST MENTION: L. J. Crook. 

MENTION: W. G. Greer, M. D. Grow, R. L. Holt- 
meier, B. J. Liff. 

HALF MENTION: H. H. Beck, J. A. Carnes, J. W. 
Daquila, B. M. Davidson, F. Flaherty, E. W. 
Hazel, W. V. Flynn, R. F. Halen, M. A. John, 
N. V. Johnson, P. B. Kiel, P. J. Kramer, W. J. 
Kreps, O. Liff, W. B. Miller, W. G. Perry, R. 
L. Schell, D. Siegal, G. D. Smith, A. T. Young. 

NO AWARD: 26, 

HoRS concours: E. A. Biggin, A. L. Pohland, R. 
S. Powell. 

CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA: 

HALF MENTION: 8S. I’. Stathes, W. C. Suite. 

NO AWARD: 9, 

HORS concours: J. J. Columbus. 

CHARCOAL CLUB ATELIER: 
HALF MENTION: E. R. Marcks, E. C. Minor. 
CHICAGO TECHNICAL COLLEGE: 

HALF MENTION: W. Solomon. 

NO AWARD: 6, 

CLEVELAND SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE, W.R.U:: 

HALF MENTION: A. J. Arany, Jr., R. W. Bloss, S. 
Diamond, T. Guy, R. C. McCormack. 

NO AWARD: 14. 

Hors concours: V. A. Pasquale. 

COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY: 

FIRST MENTION PLACED: E. E. Stehle. 

FIRST MENTION: R. A. White. 

MENTION: H. M. Cohn, S. Rapaport, B. G. Orcutt. 

HALF MENTION: B. P. Bowen, M. Carrera y Mach- 
ado, A. H. Fay, L. L. George, J. W. Stedman. 

NO AWARD: 1. 

COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY EXTENSION ATELIER: 

MENTION: J. J. Accardo, L. Bifano, D. J. Mangieri, 
LE. Parnsh. 

HALF MENTION: J. Abbenante, P. Birnbaum, F. E. 
Johnson, J. B. Prussiano, R. S. Vail. 

ATELIER DENVER: 

MENTION: V. F. Hornbein. 

NO AWARD: I. 

HORS concours: A. Hoyer. 

ATELIER ESCHWEILER: 

NO AWARD: 4. 


ART SNOT WEE of DESIGN 


ATELIER FORM: 

MENTION: A. L. Bernstein. 

NO AWARD: 3. 

GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY: 

NO AWARD: | 

HoRS concours: N. W. Sparks. 

GEORGIA SCHOOL OF TECHNOLOGY: 

NO AWARD: 3. 

ATELIER HIRONS-PRENTICE: 

MENTION: R. A. Matern. 

HALF MENTION: R. G. Bateman. 

Hors concours: I. T. Crenshaw, G. C. Lynch. 

JOHN HUNTINGTON POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE: 
HALF MENTION: E. G. Hayducek. 
NO AWARD: 5. 

ATELIER LICHT: 

NO AWARD: 1. 

ATELIER LOS. ANGELES: 

HALF MENTION: H. K. Dayton. 

NO AWARD: 4. 

MARYLAND INSTITUTE ATELIER: 
NO AWARD: |. 

NEWARK ATELIER: 

NO AWARD: 7. 

NEW YORK ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 
HALF MENTION: W. N. Bader. 
NO AWARD: 1. 

NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 

HALF MENTION: A. Capella, C. J. Carlson, V. Cer- 
reta, V. Chiljean, R. L. DuBrul, A. A. Grasso, H. 
Greenberg, A. Jacobs, A. Nathanson, S. J. Rio. 

NO AWARD: 4. 

HoRS concours: B. Belkin, A. L. Finn, J. Shteir. 

OHIO STATE UNIVERSITY: 

NO AWARD: |. 

OKLAHOMA AGRIC. & MECHANICAL COLLEGE: 
NO AWARD: 8. 

PASADENA ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 

NO AWARD: I. 

PRINCETON UNIVERSITY: 

MENTION: C. M. Friz, C. E. Lane. 

HALF MENTION: G. W. Conklin, M. M. Orr. 

NO AWARD: 4. 

HoRS concours: D. B. Crane, J. W. Ely, D. Vhay. 

PROVIDENCE ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 

NO AWARD: 3. 

ATELIER RECTAGON OF BUFFALO: 

HALF MENTION: A. Betz. 

SAN FRANCISCO ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 
HALF MENTION: H. TI. Johnson, H. W. Ruppel. 
NO AWARD: 6. 

“T” SQUARE CLUB OF. PHILADELPHIA: 
NO AWARD: 3. 

HoRS concours: T. McDowell. 

THUMB TACK CLUB OF DETROIT: 

HORS concours: E. A. Bricker. 

UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS: 

MENTION: A. DelBianco, T. E. Eden, T. J. Glaza, 
W. H. Kapple, V. Ulfeldt. 

HALF MENTION: W. R. Auble, E. R. Benedict, H. 
V. Chescoe, H. Crost, A. J. DeFilippis, J. W. 
Davis, W. Goldberg, C. D. Hercules, F. H. 
Hookham, J. Hall, H. N. Johnson, J. F. Kau- 
sal, L. Katzman, A. W. Kirschenbaum, H. S. 
Kruse, H. Lopez, L. R. Oman, H.\.S. Pebbles, 
E. M. Pollak, H. M. Parkhurst, A. Rigolo, D. L. 
Soltker, R. J. Schwab, C. W. Thomason, H. 
West. 

NO AWARD: 12. 

HORS concours: M. Gabby, F. A. Palumbo. 


UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI: 
NO AWARD: |. 
UNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA: 
NO AWARD: |. 
UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA: 
MENTION: A. L. Blatner, T. S. Culbertson, F. B. 
Dougherty, G. G. Schneider. 
HALF MENTION: R. S. Albrecht, IT. Bowman, J. D. 
Foley, R. B. Lyons, I. Michaelson, D. D. Michel, 
T. S. Michener, R. R. Peck, H. R. Poeter, I. B. 
Polevitsky, E. B. Redman, G. C. Rudolph, L. M. 
Wolff, R. P. Woltz. 
NO AWARD: 11. 
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA: 
FIRST MENTION: J. W. Wright. 
MENTION: L. H. Oppenheim, R. T. Robinson, A. 
F. Williams. 
HALF MENTION: R. C. Bowman, T. Gulbrand, P. 
C. Overmire, P. C. Shattuck, G. Stoops. 
NO AWARD: I. 
UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS: 
NO AWARD: lI. 
HORS CoNcouRS: J. R. Gunn. 
UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA: 
HALF MENTION: J. Lawson, C. A. Lindgren, Jr. 
YALE UNIVERSITY: 
FIRST MENTION PLACED: G. B. Forbes, E. Saarinen. 
MENTION: H. P. Conaway, P. R. Leonard, M. 
Mason, M. C. Robb, C. H. Rueckert, V. F. Sears. 
HALF MENTION: J. W. Blagden, R. K. Chisholm, 
J, HH. Coulter, R: F. Dageett, E..7M: ‘Foote, 
Jr., E. A. Harris, Jr., D. C. Mackie, H. B. Reese, 
H. C. Woodland. 
NO AWARD: 4. 
HORS CONCOURS: J. F. Cline, W. B. Fyfe, M. 
Moore. 
UNAFFILIATED: 
BUTLER, PA.: 
NO AWARD: I. 
GARY, IND.: 
NO AWARD: 1. 
McCONNELSVILLE, OHIO: 
NO AWARD: |. 
MELROSE PARK, ILLINOIS: 
NO AWARD: I. 
MONROE, WISCONSIN: 
NO AWARD: 1. 
NEW YORK, N. Y.: 
MENTION: M. C. Sisk. 
HALF MENTION: E. M. Johnson, S. Schuman. 
NO AWARD: I. 
HORS concours: J. Crisafulli. 
PHILADELPHIA, PA.: 
HALF MENTION: F. E. Savage. 
TOLEDO, OHIO: 
HALF MENTION: G. R. Hammond. 


CLASS “A” IV ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE 
“a SUPREME COURT ROOM” 


In a Court House is a room 40 feet wide, 60 feet 
long and 25 feet high which shall contain the Supreme 
Court, the character of which shall be dignified. One 
half of the floor area is given over to the public, who 
are seated on benches and the other half to the work- 
ing of the court with an open rail dividing the two 
sections. 

There are five windows with sills at least seven feet 
above the floor, on one of the long sides to allow the 
placing of a jury box against the wall. The opposite 


side shall contain one or two entrances to the recom 
from a public corridor. 

Placed against one end of the room will be the dais 
where the judge is seated, with space’ for the clerk of 
the court, a witness chair, etc. In front thereof, is a 
large table for the defendant and his attorneys. On 
each side of the dais in the corners are doors three 
feet wide, one leading to the judge’s chamber and the 
other to the jury room. 

Jury or Awarp: Lewis G. Adams, Robbins L. 
Conn, Louis E. Jallade, William W. Knowles, Earle 
B. McKinney, Robert W. Maust, William VanAlen. 

NuMBER OF DrawiNcs SUBMITTED: 119. 

AWARDS 
CARNEGIE INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 

HALF MENTION: J. A. Mitchell, D. K. Ritchey. 
CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA: 

MENTION: R. E. Collins. 

HALF MENTION: J. E. McDonald, L. H. Mollen- 

koph, G. Nelson. 
COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY: 

HALF MENTION: J. Atkins. 

COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY EXTENSION ATELIER: 

HALF MENTION: T. R. Nelson. 

IOWA STATE COLLEGE: 
HALF MENTION: P. M. Heffernan. 
ATELIER LICHT: 
HALF MENTION: J. Stenken. 
NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 
HALF MENTION: S. Pilafian. 
PRINCETON UNIVERSITY: 
HALF MENTION: F. G. Frost,,Jr., L. W. Smith, J. 
E. Trudeau, A. O. Willauer. 
UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA: 
MENTION: I. C. Van Antwerp. 
HALF MENTION: A. B. Pierce. 
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA: 
MENTION: E. Wilensky. 
HALF MENTION: B. R. Leven, E. S. Okubo, H. 
Widman. 
YALE UNIVERSITY: 

MENTION: A. F. Dean. 

HALF MENTION: J. Creighton, C. H. Oliver. 
UNAFFILIATED: 

NEW YORK, N. Y:: 
HALF MENTION: G. M. Frei. 


Judgment of May 3, 1932 
DEPARTMENT OF ARCHITECTURE 
FOURTH ANALYTIQUE 
‘““A FRONTISPIECE” 

A large number of Roman architectural and sculp- 
tural elements have been discovered as well as frag- 
ments of ornament and of mosaic, and a comprehensive 
description is to be published by one of the archaeolog- 
ical schools. 

The subject of the problem is a frontispiece for this 
publication and careful consideration must be given to 
the sheet composition. The different elements have 
already been shown photographically in Gusman’s 
“L/Art Decoratif de Rome” and in similar works. The 
selection to be made by the student is not limited but 
it should present an appreciation of the best period of 
Roman architecture, sculpture and ornament. 

Study of the frontispiece of the Piranesi volumes and 
such compositions as that of Gaudet which won ‘the 
Rougevin prize in 1861, are suggested. A Corinthian 
capital and base must be introduced in the design. 
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Jury or Awarp: Archibald M. Brown, Henry Ives 
Cobb, William Ferrari, James Gambaro, Lansing C. 
Holden, Louis E. Jallade, William B. G. Kirk, Ely 
Jacques Kahn, A. L. Kocher, A. T. North, George N. 
Pauly, Chester B. Price, Henry R. Sedgwick, R. Doul- 
ton Stott, A. C. Soper, Kenneth K. Stowell, Francis 
Swales, Hobart B. Upjohn, D. K. Urffer, John V. Van 
Pelt. 

Numpser oF Drawincs SUBMITTED: 188. 

AWARDS 

ATELIER ADAMS-NELSON: 

NO AWARD: 2. 

AGRIC. & MECHANICAL COLLEGE OF TEXAS: 
MENTION: A. R. Wright. 

HALF MENTION: C. B. Eason, J. A. Tibbits. 

NO AWARD: 6. 

CARNEGIE INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY : 

FIRST MENTION: E. M. Craig. 

NO AWARD: 2. a 
CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA: 

MENTION: I. A. Pope. 

HALF MENTION: C. W. Buckley, C. M. Dick, C. D. 

Maginnis, T. L. Naughton, J. H. Schlaudecker. 

NO AWARD: 4. 

CHICAGO TECHNICAL COLLEGE: 

MENTION: H. R. Bresen, F. H. Schaar. 

HALF MENTION: D. M. Eaton, R. F. France, Jr., 

W. W. Jenkins, J. F. Lawrence, K. G. Paxton, 
B. Spevacek, H. Schnicker, J. F. Wolf. 

NO AWARD: I1. 

Hors concours: L. C. Schmidt. 

CLEVELAND SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE, W.R U.: 
HALF MENTION: H. L. Kinnear, K. J. McAllister. 
NO AWARD: I. 

COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY: 

FIRST MENTION: S. E. Florant. 

MENTION: E. B. Wilkens. 

COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY EXTENSION ATELIER: 
MENTION: R. Kleigman. 

HALF MENTION: B. Fisher, L. D. Olphin. 

NO AWARD: |. 

ATELIER DENVER: 

NO AWARD: 2. 

Hors concours: IT. E. Bowman. 

ATELIER ESCHWEILER: 

HALF MENTION: C. L. Ames. 

NO AWARD: |. 

ATELIER HIRONS-PRENTICE: 

FIRST MENTION PLACED: H. C. Fogelberg. 

MENTION: S. Miraldi. 

JOHN HUNTINGTON POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE: 
HALF MENTION: L. Brcoker, A. J. Martin, W. E. 

Stasz. 

NO AWARD: 2, 

ATELIER LOS ANGELES: 

MENTION: R. W. Johnson. 

NO AWARD: 2. 

MASSACHUSETTS INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 
HorS concours: E. H. MacEwan. 

NEWARK ATELIER: 

MENTION: 8. Ferrigno. 

HALF MENTION: R. B. Maust, A. F. Weber. 

NO AWARD: 2. 

NEW YORK ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 

FIRST MENTION PLACED: A. Roessling. 

NO AWARD: 2. 

NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 

FIRST MENTION PLACID: K. D. Perlman. 

FIRST MENTION: N. J. Colosi. 


ARTS INSTITUTE of DESIGN 


HALF MENTION: L. E. Gillett, A. J. Mascolo. 

NO AWARD: I. 

OKLAHOMA AGRIC. & MECHANICAL COLLEGE: 

FIRST MENTION PLACED: C. N. Jennings. 

MENTION: A. R. Easton. 

HALF MENTION: C. M. Davis, A. B. Hamilton. 

PASADENA ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 

NO AWARD: |. 

PROVIDENCE ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 

NO AWARD: 3. 

ATELIER RECTAGON OF BUFFALO: 

NO AWARD: 4. 

SAN FRANCISCO ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 

HALF MENTION: R. E. Audsley, F. B. Barss, F. B. 
Hayne, C. W. Runge. 

NO AWARD: 3. 

“T” SQUARE CLUB OF PHILADELPHIA: 

MENTION: F. E. Watson. 

HALF MENTION: H. J. Klienzler, C. D. Rosse, C. 
H. C. Archer. 

NC AWARD: 3. 

UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS: 

FIRST MENTION PLACED: W. C. Fowler, H. B. Mc- 
Kinley, S. M. Stoshitch, M. O. Urbahn. 

FIRST MENTION: J. Noecker, P. G. Wuss. 

MENTION: C. R. Drake, E. Dudzinski, F. B. Fred- 
rickson. 

HALF MENTION: R. Burkle, A. B. Henning, M. F. 
Kuhlman, M. A. Newcomb. 

NO AWARD: 2. 

UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI: 

FIRST MENTION: L. P. Andrews, A. Ernsting. 

HALF MENTION: L. J. Bowker. 

NO AWARD: I. 

UNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA: 

NO AWARD: I. 

UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA: 

MENTION: J. M. Johnson, R. Levanas. 

HALF MENTION: C. Coats, M. A. Davis, W. A. 
Doty, S. Eisenshtat, A. B. Levin, J. C. Lipman, 
A. C. Martin, D. Melden, T. S. Nelson, K. M. 
Nishimoto, P. Phillips, H. E. Riley, M. Summer- 
field, W. J. Taylor, N. E. Thompson, W. F. 
Thomas, J. L. Young. 

NO AWARD: 8. 

YALE UNIVERSITY: 

FIRST MENTION PLACED: L. Cheek, Jr., J. T. 
Howard. 

FIRST MENTION: A. R. Henry. 

MENTION: H. W. Boxmeyer, E. P. Foster, Jr., G. 
E. Foster, R. M. Hersey, Jr., F. Scott, Jr., B. 
Sherwood, A. R. Smith, W. K. Sturges. 

HALF MENTION: R. D. Butterfield, M. Hare, Jr., 
R. F. Hills, W. A. Koscher, F. Nichols, W. 
Prokosch. 

HORS concours: J. H. Allyn, F. C. Rogers, Jr. 

UNAFFILIATED: 
BOSTON, MASS.: 

NO AWARD: I. 

HAMILTON, BERMUDA: 

MENTION: C, E. H. Cooper. 

LOS ANGELES, CALIF:: 
HALF MENTION: J. Krakauer. 
NEW YORK, N. Y.: 

FIRST MENTION PLACED: W. W. Otis. 

HALF MENTION: A. Jensen, A. C. Kleiner. 

HORS concours: R. E. Ogden. 

PHOENIX, ARIZ.: 
HALF MENTION: A. H. Wahlman. 
NO AWARD: 1. 


SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS: 
HALF MENTION: R. M. Stein. 
TORONTO, ONTARIO, CANADA: 

HALF MENTION: O, L. Davis. 
VINCENNES, IND.: 

NO AWARD: |. 

CLASS “B” IV ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE 
“A WATER TOWER” 

On the campus of a university, it is proposed to erect 
a water tower as a measure of protection in case of fire, 
and as the location selected is a commanding one, the 
design of the tower should make it a decorative archi- 
tectural addition to the campus. 

The bottom of the tank is 80 feet from the ground 
and the tank proper is 20 feet in diameter and 30 feet 
in height. At the base of the tower space must be pro- 
vided for a small mechanical plant to keep the water 
tempered or in circulation in intensely cold weather; 
the remaining space shall be used for lawn mowers and 
other gardening tools. 

Jury or Awarp: Henry Ives Cobb, William Fer- 
rari, Lansing C. Holden, Louis E. Jallade, Gordon 
McCormick, A. T. North, George N. Pauly, Henry 
R. Sedgwick, D. K. Urffer. 

Numser or Drawincs SUBMITTED: 257. 

AWARDS 
ARMOUR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 
MENTION: J. Sandstedt. 
COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY: 

HALF MENTION: A. H. Fay, Jr., S. E. Florant. 
ATELIER ESCHWEILER: 

HALF MENTION: A. Icke. 

GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY: 
HALF MENTION: K. M. Cutler, A. S. Goozh, W. H. 
Shoemaker. 
ATELIER HIRONS-PRENTICE: 

HALF MENTION: R. A. Matern. 

JOHN HUNTINGTON POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE: 

MENTION: E. G. Hayducek. 

NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 

MENTION: J. Kabatsky, S. R. Rio. 

HALF MENTION: R. DuBrul, H. Goldenberg, H. 
Greenberg, J. Laskowski, A. E. Olson, H. Shi- 
mansky, S. Witkover. 

PRINCETON UNIVERSITY: 

HALF MENTION: J. W. Ely, C. E. Lane. 
SAN FRANCISCO ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 

HALF MENTION: H. Johnson. 
UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS: 

HALF MENTION: W. H. Kapple. 
UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA: 

HALF MENTION: W. M. Fagnani, P. S. Kelly. 
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA: 

HALF MENTION: TI. Goble, T. Gulbrand. 

YALE UNIVERSITY: 
MENTION: D. C. Mackie, M. C. Robb. 
HALF MENTION: J. H. Coulter, M. Mason, E. 
Saarinen. 


Judgment of May 9, 1932 
DEPARTMENT OF SCULPTURE 
ARCHITECTURAL ORNAMENT 

“LOUIS XVI STYLE” 


Jury or Awarpb: John DeCesare, Charles G. Peters. 
AWARDS 
BEAUX-ARTS INSTITUTE OF DESIGN: 
FIRST MENTION: M. Monteleone, J. A. Campo, H. 
Greutert. 
MENTION: P. Milani. 
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18 Lhe BULLETIN of the BEAUX. 


Mention—M. C. Robb, Yale University 


iy , tes Om ~waneiatig 


Mention—J. Sandstedt, Armour Institute of Technology : Mention—E. G, Hayducek, John Huntington Polytechnic 


Institute 


CLASS “B” IV ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE—“A WATER TOWER” 


hee No Ol Eo f DE STGN 19 


Mention—D. C. Mackie, Yale University Mention—J. Kabatsky, New York University 
CLASS “B” IV ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE—“A WATER TOWER” 


First Mention—H. Greutert, Beaux-Arts Institute of Design 
DEPARTMENT OF SCULPTURE, ARCHITECTURAL ORNAMENT—*LOUIS XOVIs Sil value 


20 The BULLETIN of the BEAUX-AR'IS INSTITUTE of DESIGN 


First Mention—M. Monteleone, Beaux-Arts Institute of Design 


DEPARTMENT OF SCULPTURE, ARCHITECTURAL ORNAMENT—“LOUIS XVI STYLE” (above) 
“ITALIAN RENAISSANCE STYLE” 


